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June 29,2006

James Bagg. Chief Environmental Analyst
Department of Planning

H. Lee Dennison Building

Hauppauge. NY 11788

Dear Mr. Bagg,

Due to a scheduling conflict, | am unable to attend today’s Public Hearing on the Suffolk
County Veetor Control and Wetlands Management Plan and Draft Generic Environmental lmpact
Statement however, wish to provide the following comments for the record.

1w use of chemical pesticides poses a negative health risk to humans as well as the
ecology vi Long Island. It has been established by the U).S. Environmental Protection Agency
that pesticides are not 1o be considered safe. and the NYS Department of Health also reports that
the use of chemical pesticides provides risk to human health. The plan should provide a
distinction between nuisance control and disease control. and the spraying of chemical pesticides
should only be implemented when there is evidence of disease. The alteration and/or
modiication to our wetlands for mosquito control should only be exercised when fixing past
wetland ditching projects and the restoration of marsh health. [ cannot stress enocugh the
impostance «f heightened public awarcness of the adverse affects the use of chemical pesticides
imposc ant the need for educating the public on ways in mosquito control and tolerance.

Fhave grave concerns that the Open Marsh Water Management (OMWM) plan may have
a detrimental impact on the 17,000 acres of salt marsh. The OMWM will suddenly change the
marsh’s hyvdrology with the digging of several ponds and the introduction of artificial creeks that
could huv e a negative ecological impact while not substantially reducing the mosquito
population. As we know. marshes take centuries of depositional sediments to form. Over time
the build up of sand, sediment and dead plants form a unique composition whose nutrients, along
with marsh grasses, effectively filter out pollutants. In fact. marshes act hike naturai sponges.
absorbing water from heavy rains and road run-off. Marshes also act as a natural protector if a
major storm hits.

(he marshes are like the kidneys of the bay. Since the 1930°s. Suffolk County has lost
35% olits wetlands in the South Shore Estuary. The OMWM may reduce the wetlands ability to
reduce pollutints. Using machines to carve these ponds from the marsh peat means that the
marsh won't heal itself For quite sometime. Currently. there is no compelling body of evidence to



suggest that the OMWM technique will restore the marsh. better allow the marsh to absorb
pollutants o waters from heavy rains and storms or adequately control the mosquito population,
In fact, OMWM may negatively affect many species currently dependent on the marsh.

Accordingly, 1 would urge vou (o postpone the acceptance of the DEIS concerning the
OMWM. Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony.

Sincerely.

Edward P. Romaine

County Legistator, First District
EPR:Ik
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26. Leve! of sgreament - Qur children are more 61 risk from mosauitoss

and the West Nite virus than they are from pesticide spraying

valid Cemplative
Tregquency | Percant i Percemt Percent

valid |Str Agree 134 222 22.2 222
Smw Agrea 123 0.5 20.5 2423 428
Smw Disagres 113 221 2217 ; 2» 64.9
Str Disapree 138 234 23.1‘ 66.0
N3 T2 12.0 120 100.0
Totel 01 100,0 100.0

27. Level of agreement - Ejimin
have long-term consequences thet are worse then the curent mosguito problem

to control mosauito populations will

LL_FESULT

o e T T Y

. L ey

valid Cusulativa
Fregquency | RPercent | Fercsnt Perosnt

velid Str Agree 308 512 51.7] % 512

Smw Agree 122 204 204 3%71.6

]

smw Dissgree 88 113 11.3 20 J?F 628

Str Disagren 53 88 a8}y B1.7

NS 50 8.3 83 1000

Total 601 100.0 1000

28. Which do you think pasas more of a health risk - icks or mosguitoes?

valid Comulstive
Fregquanay | Percent | Pexcent Paxquit
Vaid |Ticks 382 638] (638D B3B
Masquitoa sea| sl (24 ) 0.6
Nalther/Other 11 18 1.8 828
NS 43 T2 7.2 1000
Totat 601 100.0 100.0
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35. Whoyoutrusip_mog_ttogiveyouininmmﬁonabout-Mosquik:mfm I 4

Valia Cowuluecive
Traguency | Parcent Paraosnt Paroent
Valld [EPa 155 25.8 258 25.8
Local officials 22 ay k%4 28.5
Suffslk Counly cooparstive
axtanslon 52 a8 B.6 36.1
News madia 138 230 230 84, k)
Sufiotk County past contral 49 i‘;’ 8.0 Yﬁw
 sxparis ) ] '
Environmsntal
vrgenizations 51 8.5 851 T i
Paraonsl razasreh G 50 %) B3.8
The CDC 61 102 10.2 838
Other 12 2.0 20 88.7
) 26 43 43 100.0
Tatal 601 100.0 100.0
36. Who you friat mast b give you informistion about - Use of pesticides | 5
valid Cumulative
Fragquency | Faresnt Parcent ¥srcsnt
Valild |EPA 158 250 254 259
Locel officials 28 4.6 - 48 30.5
Sufoik County cooparative o '
axtanaion 58 9.4 9.4 309
MNews madia 113 187 187 536
Suffoli County past contia} 49 a1 B "{'7 67
£ —|
nvironmantzl
arganizations 48 8.1 8.1 749
Parsonal regaarch 64 8.0 8.0 838
The CDC 55 8.1 9.1 929
Cthar 13 2.2 22 LR
NS 28 4.8 48 100.0
Tota# 601 100.0 100.0

o WV?
a 0%
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SCDHS DRAFT B/10/03

Agenda Ttem 3: Poll

The poll began on Saturday, July 16th. When the poll ends, Zogby will tabulate results
and finalize the data. Results are expected within 7-10 business days. A reminder was
given that the results must be reviewed by SCDHS, DWP, TAC, and the Steering
comimittee.

A handout was given to all CAC members present regarding review guidelines. The
TAC and Steering Comumniitee must review and approve of all products.

The poll questions were sent to SCDHS on Friday, July 15%. The poll began the next
day. Unaware of this, the project team (SCDHS — Ecology, SCDPW — Vector Control,

and Cashin Associates) reviewed and edited several questions that were thought to be

biased or misleading. There were some additional questions suggested. A summary of
the edits, comments, and suggesticns was included in the Project Status handout.

=

e

T

Adrienne Esposito said she was not aware that the poll questions needed to be reviewed ;T

before the poll began. She explained that the poll was to help CAC to get an idea of
public perception to work on a brochure and ofhef products. "It was 10 be an infernal
information source to help guide CAC.

Adrienne said she was not aware of review by Steering committee. William Doyle and
Hank Dam remembered that it was mentioned in previous meetings that the brochure,
poll, and other products need to be reviewed by SCDHS (Ecology) and DPW Vector
Control, then TAC and Steering Committee. Thomas Williams was not aware that the
ws needed review, but said that final products must be reviewed by Steering

ommitiee. —

Thomas Williams mentioned that there might be enough money left in the budgettodoa
sapplemental survey, or_fix the survey according to the project team’s, edifs and

additional questions.

l

John Black said Suffolk County should not have censorship over what the CAC does. //

Hank Dam was concerned about getting an unbiased report from the data of the surJey‘
It was stated that Zogby is a professional pollster that will not release a biased report.
The results will be reported directly to CAC/Comell Cooperative Extensive.

Gerald Ludwig suggested that CCE and Thomas Williams hold the resuits of the poll data
unti] it can be determined what the County’s stance is on the poll & questions.

Iohn Black & Bob McAlevy want to see the entire data of the poll.f Gerald Ludwig added
that until the county can review the data, the resulis Should not be released to the CAC.
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From,
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Regarding tick conirol, th
research on ticks and the

Ninivaggi, Dominick )éz 7’ — ,ﬂ? S
Monday, April 24, 2006 9:34 AM PQ-UL ‘SUL ‘S

DeBlasi, Philip; Hdam@oplonline.net, aesposito@citizenscampaign.org; larus2407@aol.com;
ckessler@ducks.org; smahar@audubon.org; Research@neighborhiood-network.org;
mac@peconicbaykeeper.org, Pangacas@oplonline.net, Rtumer@southampton.liu.edu;
Alden, Cameron; Santensn@tnc.org; Aulettal@sachem.edu; Bagg, James; Binder, Allan;
Bishop, David; Bokina@aptontine.com, Bertelbruun@hamptons.com; Caracappa, Joseph;
Caracciolo, Michael; Carpenter Angie; Sophiagarden@aol.com;, beooke@audubon.org;
Cooper, Jon; Dawydiak, Walter; Dempsey, Mary, Devinney@optontine.net;
Brian@falconelec.com; Longisiand@earthsave.org; Mengland@audubon.org; Essel, Nenelte;
Faley, Brian; Jfullmer@citizenscampaign.org, Rgermero@optonline net; Gipc@optanline.net;
ggreene@ca-pe.com; Ghulse@town huntington.ny.us; Akaliski@optoniine.net;
jeffk@northeast.net; ek72@cornell.edu; Council@estuary.cog.ny.us,
gary.lawton@oprhp.state.ny.us; Lindsay, William: Losquadro, Daniel; jim.matthews@nyu.edu;
Info@harbormarina.com; Minel, Vito; Montana, Ricardo; Lbettinash@notes.cc.sunysb.edy,
Lynne nowick@suffolkcountyny.gov, suffolk@neighborhood-network.org; O'L.eary, Peter;
Proios, George; sepi4@comeli.edu; westisiipwibcc@aol.com; wjsB@cornell.eduy;
Schneiderman, Jay; Shaw, Kim; edward.steppe@oprhp.state.ny.us,
Tom_talbot@hotmail.com; dionjes@ca-pe.com, Tonna, Paul; Trent, Martin; Viloria-Fisher,
Vivian; Gwalbrecht@citizenscampaign.org; Waters, Robert; pjw@grassrootsinfo.org;
rsyelen@aol.com; brian.zimmerman@ny.usda.gov; Astruprosi@aol.com;
dteta@suffolk.lib.ny.us; algregor38@aol.com; Juchatz, Amy,
bmahoney@citizenscampaign.org; amiecha@optonline.nel; TLEM@juno.com

RE: CAC Meaeting - April 24, 2006

e CAC should be aware that the Arthropod-Borne Disease Lab (ABDL.) does surveillance and
diseases they carry. The CAC should alse be aware there there are no known wide scale

methods to contral ticks that do not involve the use of pesticides, primarily broad-spect tatgStch as pyrethroids

nd carbamates.

wouid caution thal initiating a tick [ program would certainly be a SE Type | action that would

probably involve the preparation of an EIS. Significant funding would haveto bet@ntfied o establish The feasibility of
such a program and to define the impacts. The daunting and costly nature of this task is the primary reason the County

ha’gggﬁttpmnted ta initiafe a lick contro! program.

Dominick V. Ninivaggi
Superintendent

Division of Vector Control
Suffolk County DPW

335 Yaphank Avenue
Yaphank, NY 11980
Voice:631-852-4270
FAX: 531-852-4140
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N Reports of Lyme Disease Rose Last Year as Recognition Grows P?@

- Contributing factors are food sup-

%‘3

More Awareness, More Cases >
| P

L

May that she was alread
three to four new cases of
week.

“There’s more swarenes

what Drings people in_ea

have more deer and more deer
ticks.”

Anyone wha walks through leaf lif-
ter in the weoods or on the edge of
fields or lawns this time of year

Hunterdon experienced an ip-
¢rease in the number of cases in the
15850°s after the completion of -a sec-
tion of Interstate 78 in western New
Jersey in 1968 led to housing con-

By TINAKELLEY

EPORTED cases of Lyme
disease in the metropolitan

region rose sharply in 2005, should check _regularly for the structlon and more people moving that's the g nows,” Sne
» W according to health officials, nymphal stage of the tick, sald Dur-  into deer habitat, said John W. Beck- makeS e s &
, & professor of epidemiiolo.

th increases of 34 percent in Con-
cticut, 23 percent in New Jersey
d 8 percent in New York State.

But some countles showed de-
nes. Westchester had 458 reported
ses, a decrease of 39 percent from
4. On Long Tsland, Sutfoik County,

ley, director of the County Health De-

m_

ment 50 much betier.” As

gy A The Y2 School of Medicine. partment, said, she s seeing {ewer

m%w He said some of the recent decline- chmnlc Lytie, aTsense, WhK

spreads 95 percent of cases, Dr. Fish, in Lyme diS€a5e In the county lgm : \ipiEes aceoit Tor 15,10 %
san; : : )

' i : Kim Utfleman, 49, of R

“Sume prevention efforts appear to Wm N fToas fromhthe chron!

th 542 cases, declined 3 percent, .

be working. 1n_Hunterdon County in 13 3
New Jersey.'lt‘le’%lt‘ej[ﬁ_gn ’ _______-_r__m;ks, distributing fllersTiithe disease, which she cond
ile Nassan County, with 122 cases, j cases fell alm alf, t

\vears ago. Nine months aft
«d an increase of 107 parcent, lﬂn residents in 2005 fro Finanans oifices, pardenl centeis ¢ pitten by a tick, she was be
Fluctuations in case numbers are Uk CoIL & rate ot and it was twa years be
mmon, officials said, and the Lyme disense nntionally in 2805 was U{ﬂeman. who used to run g
uses are difficult to pinpoint, Con- 6.7 cases per 100,000 people, and it Is .ROUACIng mites a week, could leave h
cticut's increase iast year, 10 1,818 27.4 in the 12 Eastern and Midwest-. without help. It took her wo
ses, 1 “right within what we've ern states where itis most common, said, to find a doctor who ¢
en seeing historically for the past  accerding to the Centers for Disease her a clear diagnosis, eve
years,” said Randall Nelson of the  Control and Prevention. Continued on Page '
fections disease division of the
ate Department of Public Health
‘here's variatiosn from year to
ar”

Or. Andrea Gaito, a rheumatol-
-ogist in Basking Ridge, N.J., Inneigh-
bering Somerset County, sald in mid-

Where the Deer Tick Strikes

Aeported cases of Lyme disesse rose in the Naw York

mekopaRian ragion kst year, but not everywhere. The mag
below shows the incidence

Counties shown In holdface have had
thar 27 4 casas per 100.000 paople fo
past three years That is the average in
states wheta the disease is most comy

tes for deer and rodents, which car- accarding to the Centers for Disease C

: the ticks that spread the disease; of cases repovied per 100,000
cather (ticks have a twoyear life  peopie in each county, along wih the percentags Mcrease ¥ o
ian and flourish during warm, wet  or dacrense over 2004, 0 274

inters); and human activity, in-
uding prevention efforts and dis-
152 FEPOILng.

Mid-May 1o early July is peak sea-
n, when about 90 percent of cases
e transmitted, officials said. The
sease often causes a bull's-eye-
1aped rash near a tick bite. It can
iwead through the body if left un-
eated, causing arthritis, cardiac ir-
gularities and neurological prob-
ms. N
Reported cases have been increas- : ; Y
£ over the last decade, experta say, |, N7 e
artly because of greater awareness

! the disease,

“There's either 2 real increase or

7 increase in recognition, and it's

robably a combination of both,”’

iid Dr. Steven E. Phiilips, the im-_

tedigte past pregident of the in-

rnational Lyme and Associated

Haw Haven
71

iseases Soclety. 1 Lok
Another éxpert, Eddy Bresnitz, the L TE AT
-ate epidemiologist in New Iersey, r . T

here 3,372 cases were reported in e

105, cited the Increased proximity of § e S
imans to wildlife, “There’s more cat® N Slate Deganme

1d mere suburbla constyucted clasﬂ

* {o parks and areas where there's
wreased vegetation,'” he said. “we

Conreciici Dapartrment of Py
Now Jersep Deparimen) f Meaityand Sen

i

P

The M
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COUNTY QF SUFFOLK

i S e

H. Lee Dennison Building
100 Yeterans Memorisi Highway
P.O, Bax 6160

Hauppauge New Vork 3 17830008
Steve Levy Paul Sabatine T
SUFFOLX COUNTY EXECUTIVE CHIEF REPUTY COUNTY
EXECUTIVE
(631} B53-4014
(631} 8534714

January 30, 2004

Richard Johannesen, Esq., Chairman
Suffolk County Ethics Commission

¢/o County Department of Law

H. Lee Dennison Executive Office Building
100 Veterans Memorial Highway

P.0. Box 6100

Hauppauge NY 11788.0000

Re:  Suffoik County Vector Control and Wetlands Management
(Request for an Opinion from the Suffolk County Ethics Commission)

Dear Rich:

Enciosed is a letter with attachments that | received from Robert F. McAlevey ill, a
member of the Citizens Advisory Committee, with regard to the captioned matter. | am
forwarding it to you for handling by the Suffolk County Ethics Commission.

ry truly yours,
@&Mwﬁﬁal}? \|31] 2004

Paui Sabatino Il
Chief Deputy County Executive

PS:nt
Enclosure

cc:  Mr. Robert F, McAlevey 1l
P.O. Box 300
Hampton Bays NY 11946

Johznnesen-f-A0wvacior
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P.0.Box 300,
Hampton Bays,
New York 11946

January28, 2004
Dear Mr. Sabatino,

As you suggested during our telephore conversation
of Jan.27th, 1 submit the foilowing information corcerning a
possible ethics problem.

The January 12,2004 letier of Linda Mermelstein
(attached) describes the mission of the TAC : to ghjectively
review the scientific propress of the Progrem, and to
provide technical :dance. Voting TAC members must
asqure fairness and impartiality, to avoid even the

Other statements of inappropriate behavior of TAC
members inchide: representation of an advocacy group With
a stated pre-determined mission 1o effect a specific
management outcome. when the technical elements of the

emeti options are 8 10 ic of TAC ev 10T

Mr. Craig Kessler has been an active member of the
TAC and CAC from their inceptions. Mr. Kessler and/or
the organization he represents (Ducks Unlimited) has been
awarded a lazge contract to do work for the subject
Program. A group with o commections to the Program
cubmitted 2 competing proposal that was not fimded.

Singerely .

s A %@\
Robert FcAlevy III, Membef,

Citizens Advisory Committet-
(631-728-3189)

f { }' ¥ /’ L ﬁ’;
Eg 45 M?M ]Z’g,/; S Lx I~ ‘7(;.’“ t!ézti{;/:

uith’ His wader
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK ' &

Steve Levy
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES linda Mermelstein, M.D., M.P.H.

—

Acting COMMISSIONER
January 12, 2004

Debra O’Kane

Amie Hamlin

North Fork Environmental Couneil, Inc.
P.O. Box 799

Mattituck NY 11952

Dear Ms. O'Kane and Ms. Hamlin:

Subject: Suffolk County Vector Control and Wetlands Management
Long Term Plan Steering Committee Approval CAC Designated
Representative on Technical Advisory Committee

Thank you for your letter dated November 17, 2003. In thatletter, you requested that
the Steering Committee reconsider its determination that Kevin McAllister (the Peconic
BayKeeper) is not an appropriate representative of the Citizens Advisory Committee
{CAC) to vote on behalf of the CAC on the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC).

Your request will be considered by the Steering Committee at its next meeting. We are
currently in the process of identifying new representatives to the Steering Committee,
from the Offices of the Suffolk County Executive and the Presiding Officer of the Suffolk
County Legislature. The meeting date is expected to be set shortly.

Please be advised that I stand behind the points raised in my October 20, 2003 letter to
you {attached). We have made every effort to make all committee meetings, and the
entire Management Plan process, open to the CAC and the public. However, the
mission of the TAC is narrow: to objectively review the scientific progress of the
program, and to provide technica] gnidance. Voting TAC members mnust assure fairness

and impartiality, fo avoid even the appearance of impropriefy. In this regard, the -

SCDHS and the SCDPW have botl rectsed themselves as voting members on the TAC.

1 disagree with the presumption all CAC members would be disqualified as voting
mermbers of the TAC based merely on preconceived notions or opinions. Some critical
factors to be considered in assessing appropriateness of membership on TAC were
described in my October 20, 2003 letter to you. One factor is active Jitigation, seeking to

.= alter program elements which are the subject of study. Another is representation of an &
__> advocacy group with a stated pre-deteryiined mission to effect a spectfic management <&

f

QFFICE OFT?*E COMMISSIONER
+ 225 RABROD DRIVE EAST + HAUPPAUGE WY 11788-9230 «
Phone (631) 853-3005 Fax (631) 8532927



= outcome, wwmm&fmmg@t options are a topic of TAC
&valuation. For example, Mr. MeAllister, individually and as the Pacomie BayKeeper,

has emphatically stated his mission to hait ditch maintenance on the presumption that
It is barmful to ‘marshes, before the evaluation of impacts of ditch maintenance (et
alone management options) has occurred,

Thank you for your continued valuable input and involvement in the process. As always,
the Steering Committee will accept cornments from the CAC and incorporate your
recommendations in the program. As diseussed above, all meetings are open to the
public, and CAC representatives are always welcome to attend both Technical Advisory
and Steering Committee meetings. If you have any questions or cominents, please do
not hesitate to contact me at 853~ 3005.

Very truly yours,

da Mermelstein, M.D., M.P.H.
Acting Commissioner

LM/Ir
Attachment

Qc Hon, Stevgﬂl@
Hon. Josep acappa
Charles J. Bartha, P.E.
Theresa Elkowitz
Rod MeNeil
Vito Minei, P.E.

Walter Dawydiak, Jr., P.E.
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By JOHN RATHER - 5|

f RTIFICIAL  ponds; - which
Ysfmietimes spring up in néw
M- developments and golf
- wweourses, would start appear-
BN sdlrmarsh tidal wetlands un-

1 %E;-smeshiﬁ migsquito-control and

diticide-reduttion pian that Suffolk

Minty is considering,

fihe axcavated ponds, up to 100 faat
2 I 043, and systems of serpentine ar- ¢

fleial creeks buile to lead to them
rgipart. of a technique called open-
WEsh watéy mapggement that is
i ral.to the plan.
le-plar i$ 4 refult of a three-year
/ that cost the celnty about $4
{illion. It involved a pllot project be-
i #ast.year at the Wertheim Na-7
idhal ‘Wildlife Refuge in Shirley,

eré 1l ponds and connecting (He -departo

eeks Were excavated in a 165-acre
4T area.
€ county and the United States g
4h aiid Wildlife Service, the refuge
4 ianager, sald the pilot project
Gawed that the county plan could

. ghtzol mosqlitoes i Teme pEste

deuge.
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8ralips; said that the study period
'S tdo shiort and that the plan
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e e

Esposito, the executive direct
Citizens Campaign for the Env
ment in Farmingdale, She sai

county had ex .
heg efits of mosquito con
vance the plan.

Sarah Mewkirk, the coastal pr
girector for the Long Island ch.
of the Nature Conservancy in
Spring Harbor, said that the
lacked details about mesquito 5
ing. “It ig not really specific en
so the public ¢can understand wh
county makes a specific mos¢
contro] decision,” she said.

The plan needs permits fron
State Department of Environm
Conservatih, Which' avay raise.

tions,

I “The department is very int:

ed in activitles designed to I
tidal wetlands,” said Peter A."S:
ent’s Long Islan
gional director. “And we wou
concernsd about activities

. degrade wetlands or ¢
losses of wetland vegetation

Mr, Deering, the COUNLY's eny
mental affalrs director, said
pond project would be e

- Eively reviewed

a welcormed debate X

3

“This was always expected ¢
contentious issue,” he said. “We
forward (o a productive dialogu

The ponds and creeks woul
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- THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2005
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June 29, 2006
To the Suffolk County Legislaturej Cownedl on Environncentel Qe fy-

I am commanicating with you today on the issue of general mosquito control in Suffolk County salt
marshes. 1 contact you both as a citizen of the County and as retired Director of the Quogue Wildlife
Refuge.

I'am concerned that the Suffolk County Vector Controf is disregarding pesticide manufacturers’
warnings about toxicity.

I am concerned about the proposed dredging of openings in the upper marsh itself, destroying the
multiple layers of ancient peat, salt marsh grasses and ribbed mussels that are the basis of the natural
filtration system of the marsh.

I am concerned about damage to the marsh and upland areas that must be crossed to gain access to
the target area of dredging.

I am concerned about the need for all of us to see and remember the great difference between
nuisance control of mosquitoes and control of mosquitoes for health concerns.

I'am concerned that the linking of West Nile Virus to the opening of holes in the saltwater marsh
ignores the fact that it is the freshwater mosquitoes which are the known vector for West Nile.

I am concerned that Suffolk County may spend millions of taxpayer dollars for a mosquito control
plan that is flawed from the start as is shown by the fact that some municipalities which have already
tried Open Marsh Water Management have elected to discontinue it.

Let me suggest that we all really truly take a look at the hard facts about a saltmarsh system, that, yes,
it does include mosquitoes, but it is also a naturally proven system where effective control occurs
without the intrusion of humankind. Please do not allow dredging of destructive holes in the upper

marsh, and please do not allow the continued use of pesticides.

ey Gl

11115 Main Bayview Road
Southold, NY 11971
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tastern Long Island Audubon Society, Inc.

g oo Formerly Moriches Bay Audubon Society established 1972

PO Box 206, East Quogue, NY 11942.0204

p/y/' easternlongislandaudubon.homestead. com

June 29, 2006

Dear DGEIS Public Hearing Attendees,

We are here to express our concerns and dismay about Suffolk County Vector Control’s
(and Department of Health’s) long-term salt marsh management “restoration” plans. This
project is also known as Open Marsh Water Management (OMWM). This project is
certainly not a restoration plan but a total degradation marsh plan that will dramatically
increase salt water levels into the high marsh, which, in turn, will destroy nesting
populations of rare and declining species of salt marsh birds, destroy rare plants and their
habitats, and increase water levels into adjoining forests and property owners lands. Salt
marshes are one of the first natural communities to hold back storm and tidal surges.
With recently proven rapid rises in sea level, salt marshes are invaluable ecosystems to
mitigate rising water levels. Any interference in these natural marsh communities will
have devastating impact on sea level rise onto the landmass of Long Island, where people
have property and homes. Digging in the marshes, taking away preexisting high
marshland mass, and creating new channels and artificial creeks does not increase
biodiversity. To the contrary, it destroys it by eliminating all the upper marsh plants and
birds that nest and forage there. Marshes also act as a filtering agent for pollutants that
wash off of the land. Less marsh, which is what OMWM proposes, means less filtering
of pollutants, and an immediate increase of pollution going into the bays will occur.

Eastern Long Island Audubon Society very strongly opposes the OMWM project
and sees it as a further reduction and degradation of a valuable and so important
ecological community. Please do not endorse the devastating OMWM pro ject.

Eastern Long Island Audubon Society
Board of Directors

Eileen Schwinn Mike Marino John McNeil

Al Scherzer Robert Murray Evelyn Voulgarelis
Beth Gustin Dan Wilson Mary Laura Lamont
Larry Sturm Ridgie Barnett Robert Adamo

Shirley Morrison

EUAS - A Chapter of the National Audubon Society
From the Barrens to the Bays
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SRemarks of Nicole Maher, Wetlands Specialist, TNC

SCVC Public Hearing
29 June 2006

Hello. My name is Nicole Maher. I am the Wetlands Specialist with the Long Island Chapter of The
Nature Conservancy.

The Nature Conservancy applauds the County on the development of a long-term plan that embraces the
progressive notion that vector control should be consistent with ecological values. The plan’s objectives
are good: To reduce the use of chemicals for controlling mosquitoes and to restore marsh health.
However, the plan still requires some revision;

o First, the plan should clarify the applicability of thresholds and criteria used to initiate the
spraying of adulticide. The plan should state explicitly that mosquito trap criteria will be
used whenever possible, and that Suffolk County Vector Control will make an effort to
collect quantitative data at all likely locations before spraying;

o Second, the composition of the Wetlands Screening Committee which is proposed by the
plan should be expanded to include 4 representatives of environmental nonprofit
organizations, and representatives from all 3 estuary programs sitting at all times. In
addition, we recommend that the Committee be given written notice of all projects,
regardless of size, and the discretion to concentrate on the projects that are of real
concern. In order to promote 2 science-based conservation program, the committee should
be charged with evaluating past and ongoing studies as well as the study design and
monitoring protocols of proposed projects in order to determine their effectiveness in terms
of both ecological restoration and mosquito control. It is critical that we learn from our
successes and failures in order to guide the development of new projects. Failure to do so
will perpetuate past mistakes;

0 And third, the county’s education and outreach program is a good start, but we believe that
it could be even more proactive. Public awareness and behavior modification are important
elements of both general mosquito management and mosquito-bome disease control. The
plan acknowledges that people who are informed about mosquito biology and control
measures are more likely to mosquito-proof their homes. Standing water in people’s yards
is a breeding ground for freshwater mosquitoes, which are — in fact — much more potent
vectors for disease than are salt marsh mosquitoes

In addition to these revisions, we urge the County to adopt a more holistic approach, overall. The County
rightly envisions a regional, comprehensive marsh recovery approach, when it states - and I quote — “It is
anticipated that the Wetlands Screening Committee will develop a County-wide, comprehensive marsh
management plan...” We applaud the County on this vision, but believe that it should go even further and
create a Wetlands Recovery Project. This Project would set objectives for acquisition, restoration and
enhancement of coastal wetlands and secure funding from state, federal, local or private sectors in order to
implement the objectives. We envision a science-based, collaborative effort involving multiple
stakeholders, which is guided by established scientific principles setting a high bar for wetlands health.
The County should evaluate and implement this option immediately; this enterprise would be an ideal
flagship project of the new Department of Energy and Environment.

Finally, we look forward to working with the County to implement a comprehensive regional wetlands
management plan.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak.
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AUDUBON COMMENTS ON THE SUFFOLK COUNTY
MOSQUITO CONTROL & WETLANDS MANAGEMENT
LONG TERM PLAN.-

- Good evening and thank you for allowing me to present my
remarks before this Council.

- My name is Lawrence A. Merryman and I am the Conservation
Chair and Past President of the Great South Bay Audubon Society.
- In this matter I also represent the Long Island Audubon Council
(LIAC) consisting of all 7 Long Island Chapters comprising
approximately 7,000 members. These chapters are: South Shore,
Four Harbors, North Shore, Huntington, Eastern Long Island,
North Fork & Great South Bay Audubon Societies. These chapters
have unanimously approved their opposition to Suffolk County’s
Mosquito Control and Wetlands Management Long Term Plan for
the following reasons:

- Concerning that part of the plan that includes the Open Marsh
Water Management, or OMWM aspect of digging ponds and
creeks in the high marsh areas of our salt water wetlands - we
cannot accept this OMWM ponding procedure as there exists no
scientific evidence or support that it restores wetlands and controls
salt marsh mosquito populations. On June 22™ 1 was given a tour
of two areas of the Wertheim National Wildlife Refuge that have
been the subject of the experimental OMWM ponding. There was
no significant amount of mosquitoes present in the salt marsh that
day; however, this may have been because it was a windy day. In
addition, it was pointed out to me that some areas that we traversed
were not subject to OMWM techniques, but were normal non
treated high marsh areas, and there were also no significant
mosquitoes present in these non OMWM treated areas. All of the
evidence of mosquito reduction presented appeared to be anecdotal
— not scientific. In the opinion of the Long Istand Audubon
Council, the OMWM ponding procedures do not promote


ekoutsoftas


restoration, but further disturbance to the marsh. One of the points
made by the proponents of OMWM ponds is that the ponds
encourage avian species diversity. However, in order to prevent
wading birds from feeding on the ponds’ killy fish, these ponds are
dug deeply enough to discourage use by wading birds. The
advocates of OMWM ponding also indicate that the spoil from the
ponds that were recently dug has been used to fill the existing grid
ditches that were created many years ago in a futile attempt to
drain the marshes and reduce mosquito populations. It was further
indicated that by filling these old grid ditches, the total amount of
high marsh taken by digging the ponds and creeks has been
replaced. I doubt if that can be substantiated, as the new ponds,
enlarged creeks and the connector channels to the ponds appeared
to be a substantial area.

-We have been assured that before any OMWM work will be done
in Suffolk County Wetlands, a Screening Committee will
undertake a review of the project and vote on its feasibility.
However, the content of the Screening Committee appears to be
heavily weighted towards governmental, rather than
conservationist participation. In addition, the Screening
Committee will only have to pass on OMWM designs over 15
acres. This loophole can allow for many abuses.

- I would also like to point out to the Council that Audubon New
York, representing approximately 50,000 members has passed the
following resolution:

WHEREAS, controversial alternative methods of vector
control that are under consideration in Suffolk County Vector
Control Plan, such as Open Marsh Water Management which
advocates the digging of ponds in salt marshes, have not been
proven effective: and RESOLVED, that Audubon New York
supports the exploration of alternative means of establishing
disease vector control and response practices that are proven



vap ULV wilil dlid Teddemng our sait water wetlands. The
collective Audubon Societies of Long Island believe that the
OMWM techniques proposed in the Long Term Plan are unproven
at best, and damaging at worst.

- Thank you for your time and patience,

M . /@7%4» - 29 2606
onservation Chair a

Lawrence A. Merryman — C st President,
Great South Bay Audubon Society; also representing the Long
Island Audubon Council.
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COMMENTS ON DGE|S, SECTIONS 384, VOL 3 SUBMITTED TO THE CEQ
BY Robert McAlevy, July 6, 2006

COMMENTS ON pp 343-485

PP 343485 do not d2al with the adverse effects of pesticide on finfish and
shellfish eggs and larva2. (As published in "Scoping Comments” of GEIS,
Suffolk County Vecior Control and Wetlands Management Long Term Plan by
SUFFOLK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES AND
DEPARTMENT OF PUELIC WORKS (Nov, 2002). Specifically pp 97, 98,and 99 | 1
showing that larvae and eggs are killed by SCVC adulficides at concentrations of
1 part adulticide per billion parts of water (PPB). All concentrations reported as | 5
benign.i es sre greater than 1 PPB, and therefore should be
considered lethal to shelifish and finfish eggs and larvae; and by extension, I 3
harmful to human embn'os and foetuses.

DEE!S

of 4

COMMENTS ON pp 319-328
Fig. 3-10 indicates t1e Suffolk County Christrmas "Bird Count” of the

Category containing Arr erican Grow, Fish Crow and Cardinal exhibit a peak I 4
population (of almost 1Z,000) in 1985 and 1996, with a “double bottom" collapse
of perhaps 50% in the intervening years. No rationale for this behaviour is
presented. Without dealing with this pre-WWNV behaviour, conclusions based on
1999-2005 decreases s2em unwarranted. Indeed, the approximately 70%
decrease between 1958 and 1988 is much greater than the WNV years declines.
And again, no rationale is given. No conclusions conceming WNV-impact in
1999 and later appear valid without the rationales.

5

COMMENTS ON pp 311-317

The dead birds tested by NYSDOH before 1999 were all found to contain |6
pesticides. This is true of birds tested from 1899 onward, when some contained |7
WNV. To imply the cause-of-death of these later birds was WNV is unjustified. | 8
Why not pesticides?

COMMENTS ON pp 383-409

This section acknowledges that children are particularly vuinerable to
pesticide exposure beczuse "children eat and drink higher quantities per body
size than adults” and b ologic devedopment in children is rapid and makes them
susceptible to chemical insult.” But it omits any discussion of developing human
embryos and foetuses being far more susceptible than children because of their I 10
far greater growth rates.

Further, there is no imention of the fact that pesticides to which pregnant
women ane exposad are passed through the placenta into their developing
babies. (See my March 2,2006 submission to the CEQ)

| CONCLUDE THAT SECTIONS 3 AND 4 OF VOLUME 3 FAIL IN
ESTIMATING THE ADVERSE EFFECTS OF SCVC PESTICIDE SPRAYING ON
THE NEXT GENERATIOON OF COUNTY RESIDENTS, ECOLOGY AND
ESTUARINE FINFISH AND SHELLFISH, AND 1S INCOMPLETE
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cancer-causing compounds,
Been briaf exposure, doctors e
m-mmmmﬂm‘ karm. §"--ﬂ,
“The 1oport estimates thaf o
53,000 peaple die [amnwallyl , O o .
as a result of iflooss -

tion in New York City.

Dr. Ron Dhavis, president of
the American Assocla-
Hon, eeid s srganization earit

OMPUAd.
: %!;}BJ{&

policy supporting smoking-ces- ,
sation proprams, The measure ¢ ° =
calls for eiiminating smgking in N
pablic venues naticnwide. =
Three years ags, New Yok _.33_%
adopkt‘idg a mbe ban on pu]:?éz -~ N/
smoking, becoming at
time only the third state tore-  «3& an
strics smoking In workplaces, 2-
restaurants and bars.
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Babies Are Larger After Ban
On 2 Pesticides, Study Finds

By RICHARD PEREZ-PENA

Pregns # wirmem In mpper Man-
hattan who were heavily expased to
two camme tosecticides had small-
er bables than thelr pelghbors, but
rocent nagk fctiona oo the torg sulb-

secticldes in thahlond,

The mutwrs ooy that thelrs i
thve first y=pa riad S0y 40 st alink
batwaen unbiliicy cond levels of
thexe two peticldes wxd nowharn
alze, Thiey £oid Ft was sioo the first 10
docement a1 Improtement in bivth
ﬁm CorRiling ued of a pedh-

'The sbely wes purt of ¢ Jong-
runmipg project by Oolumbia re-
searc!m'sm gange the eHssts of ur-

ban poltator o @athers and chif-
tiren, Dr. Fre lorica P. Perera, direc-
torof that eff yrt, pabd B new resylts
are gignificar § becauss "hitth weipht
5 a8 very pwd predicror of loter
Lealth mdd:wahpmmntchﬂdmm
meluding  physical devilopment,
mental deval yament sl schoo! pes
formance.”

Chloipyr fox and diszingm were
dace found ;n dozens of over-the
doumtar prod icts and were hemvily
rsed by prof ssiooal sxtreminmiors,
The fojeral ‘inviroommentsl Protec-
tlan Agency daned thaos froms in-
door use i 5t 1ges, from 2000 m 2062,
thinrgh beth § esticides aro xfll gred
In apgriculturr md o comimonly
fthnod oo prod e,

The new dndy of 314 bables, be-
ihg published is the jowmnal Envivate
meaisl Health Pergpectives, found
that the bam 11td 2 notabls eNect on
pesticide expe sure and intanty’ elte,

“1t was vy marked, and predy
framediate,” =ald Dr. Rebin M.
Whyatt, the 1 rinsipal authior of the
skody and en nesttent professor et
me!nanmm':cmout?nhuc Hesith
at Colpmbia

Arnng ol dideen tarn from 1898

-
s by

tn 2000, akout asedhird fell fito the
bighexposure groop. Byt of Hhime
born in 2001 and 2003, jest we out of
71 wes in that grovp, Dr: Whyatt zald,
As pextictde levelz fell, ghe matd, in-
Fomit slze: rese,

What made thut change all the
more cearkable, she 201, js thet

dropped sipnificantty i 2060, 2001
ang 0L, &t &id oot suddenlty falf to
asrp, The EP.A begon phosing out
sales for wesidenitiat use Iy 2000 for
chiorpyrifos and 2001 for dizrinon,
and many stores voluntarily took the
products ofT thelr shelves before they
were requbred wdg a0,

But M pYAl bans on indoat nse
did aot eake effect unti] the entf of
2} for chioxpyrilos and the end of
2002 for disXinon. Surveya by Colum-
hig foumeE the! meany stoves LS mingr-
1ty steas were st seling prilucils
with those peslletdces gy late ox

Gauging the effects of
urban pollution on
mothers and children.

k2003,

“Our data indicate that the pxpo-

sura levels wre still going doom,™ Dr.

zald, "We mag continue b
soe added besefits of this bem over
dme™

Since 1937, Cohumbin's eavicun-
memaf hewlth profect hos meadored
the ofects of & ar paliutive
mmfm“nmmmm
BMmhnttar end thelr children, Dr.
Perern sa8 the resensehers plamed
 tack e Chikren cvor many
years, as they o through sohoo), o
see If sxparmre to pesticides pnd oth.
er poiurAras &an be shawn o sffect
mentsl development and arodermic
PErIDTDLECE,

The warsen whi parmeipaie, a5
of them: black or of Bominican de
seont, wern mecralted from the pro-
aatal clinkes 4l Burlem Borpirs) and
New York-Proshymedsn anpizaL In
the most reoent Rudy of
levels, woosen wire excluded for o
at-fastors, o ponolking or high expo-
swre tp cipaAretts smoies, ehal akoo of.
fecr srth weight and eould sheny the
™5
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Do Airborne Particles s =
Induce Heritable Mutations? lmw@ﬁ““’“‘;mfﬁ“ I

be pongporied o

fursathan M. Semet, DIvid M, DeMartrd, Halnrich V. Malling mm Sy be aiabatiatd Dﬂg_

hsn sic is comamingted by goeeovs | and enil with tese compousds (or the wﬁ, 1 he
amrd parficulsle emissions fren 4 va- T AT R R egis, st fimaly repch the

hentabig pem cefly DNA damspe coutd dm;ﬂi:
vehichag, industries, and powerstations  is maiable for some of the: clemets In this  processed in the spevmatogoriel stert
o, Thete emissions, , sefquence of éventy, apportng 68 plaussbil-  resubing in tandem-repest cham% in ma-
s ation r ity, bt gams in the soquente remain. ~hire fitat cam it
o systemzs and Hipw sme somarie ozl mutations indueed 6 R g
balth (/) Aiomne! by airborme pavticles? We koow tiat whas Considcring Hee nming of the cxproatt

bt o concorm be- a&pﬂhﬁmhumuww,m mmﬁnp_mmwmmuat
canse epidecpinlogical findings tink current  thix activity is essacisied wath sithome (._2',!, 1!

1svei§ofa_hbomemﬁm!mpmmmw mnic!w.sndmm%ﬂumism # ihr e ke LB
miﬁﬂrmm%ﬁ . ‘ Tar induring
Sdeenem: WESLTeat IEREaERaTES
Rl o o 5. -
SERISET it s WA oy et O 8 U

ﬂm%mwﬁmwmm £ than predicted on the basis of sutation
and g% Sysienicy s ie coding penes (7).
fror tobaceo

mnd:si ONA squenors,  exposure, (ésorsg, Paty bound to particles exe & condidate
the muthows show fheot offspring of mice ex-  emigtions to the of mufdmknhﬁmmﬁthmﬁnﬁ
poc=d to an éndustrial focarion on wesiem rmgmggémmﬁquem‘”&mm» fer metabolic sotivarion. PAHe are a compo-
Late Ontarip kove en increaeed rate of pre. -

These new ft cxicnd & series of Bves-
tigmtiona that bogon with the obssrvation
thar heri i
L)

cregoad induction of TREA changes in the
affspring of mice housed in a poliuted loca-
tion ot 1he harbor compsred with control an-
jinakz bunged i an unpolheted locatiod {4
The now findingz imply & romarkable

chein of events Ht_ beg .
pardculate pofiutants with mmitapzuic pctixs
1. 14, Satrect £ 20 the Oeportment of Epidrmiology,
me&m
o, MO 21208, WSA D, M, Detiatint b
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§ s vt the Nothoral Wnstitete ¢f Smromiental Healsh
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nent of:mmms from steel mills and vehi-
cle exhaust, primary sourees af air polhnior.

nndtommmteﬁﬂnmmﬂmm
ummdﬂwymgxmcﬁmmahuﬁm
indwe dum'man

imwl:cngj\'u

Frr.gmut WINTET &XD03
of pasticulate _mamer _ml
Pﬁ.ﬁi in nmhlentmr Rave ap inctes incowasad visl.
of 2 Trh weipht cheld oor

In whoms md mnsp‘&amra! EXpOSUte T -
common air pollizms, inctuding poly
cyclic organics /7). ‘imdtcsm Tntenans: v
dicate that slevated air pollugion abse ot
cause DNA damage in male perm ol
(£, Evidenre on gigarstie smoking, m
other source nl‘u:pme to PAFS, supgest
the -ACEC)

o:i (13}
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Despme the stedyy dcg:ml expermental
desym, the findings by Semers of af ()
should be imerpreted with cautiam, Firl, thair
tanderyepeat atemy has been valndaiod will
anly dwes chemnical mmagens, arxl the we-
rssion of thess chemically nduood changes
o e second-grncration offspring hms niv yet
bezn exanuncd (7). Scoond, the munstional
mechanioms by which these tnndem-repest
dnngsmmnximunchar The mecha-
nitihs Opexanng at some fandemy-ropeat xa
quences m mnee e fmdamentally differsnt
ﬂumﬂmemhwnm(?). Nmﬁeﬁm&,ﬁm

cuxdmaagazﬁgégnuxunnaamﬂadv
spite differeonges in the sheotuis mutation fre-
Guensas m these two pRseyE.

A.hhuug\ air polletion bas drapped mub
stantially in recent dacadat in the Unsiod
Slmsmdmmy othcrdaemed wmes.

pratect 3

bocairce of that and other avidenes, The new
wark nowv adds snether area of potawtial con.
eeen. Confinmitien of e Soeness e of, find-
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tng= e.2} would extend the sdverse health of-
fecrs of air poltuton beyond effects on so-
manc cells i the exposed gerertion (o germ
celis—gith the anendem implicaions for
h:am: risks o funie geatrations.
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More Ticks, More Lyme?

&y Marlsh Gulon

Agnecdotal reports from town employ-
mmmmﬂn_ﬂﬁewwmﬁmnmamng

normal_tick ulaton this s

“I was talking to three of my workets
who were working out at Shadmore the
1 last two orthvee days, and they were

pretty much covered with ticks," sald
Larry Penny, mmmn Hompton Fown's Di-
rector of Matural Resourte, referting to
the park in Montaek. '

“Pafinitely I've seen matly more cases
this year than last,” added Dr. Jaseph
| Burtascano, a Lyme disease specialist
with 2 practice in Hast Hampton.

He attributed the chanpe fo a mom-
ber of factors, including the weather and
an incrzase in the numbers of the

Wﬂwm@a Tiote agyressive ok that
carries and transmits Iyme Diseass.
10K wis, mild Spring aliDwes Che TCeES
and their host rodent populations to

THE INDEPENDENT ~— Wuntier #atchman {Tond 28 Zooe ) June 24, 2006
. _ cadpnal bragaure b THNER yepsn:;
. ¥ mends fhat lawns be m. on a Tegu-

- lar basis, bruah and leaves be Hﬂﬁnﬁn
m@ from around the house, zud

T ticks fur hagis. mﬁ
5 B guide suggests wearing light-colored
AR R nmonEbnwnnwghmgswgicE

3 £ othing treated with:

grow faster then nonmal. *Ticks iike |
moistare,” Burrascone sald,

Lonestar ticks, which started sppear-  |:
Ing in the nnnpma.ﬁkummc are also
becoming a significant problem, avoord- [
ing vo Borzaitano. “They bife mbre ferc-
ciously; they-can transrnit the infsction
in s little as a.few hours, rather than
overnight, ahd they cau contain a wide *

Ho

pr.!ﬂ-mn_ﬂ_ﬁvﬁsuzg ol theks. S.E
mewn are cases of Lyme disease this sexoni,

mmhﬁﬁe.lﬁm.l]

. Burrascano believer more preventa-
variety of germs, even more 5o than the tive measures should dng
deer tick,” he explained. pyeE 2
Iymé dizease, a bacterial Infection
most often transmitted through a deer
tick bite, eattses a fu-lfke sickness, but v

can be easily treated with antibiotics i
caught early. Untreated, chironic cases

#] Hns ”_._bﬂnwwnﬂ@m l
Area towns mo not conduct wide-
‘on_homes. “Since then, the  spread spraying to kill tcks, éﬁn@ﬂmﬁ
rate ofLyme in our E_mm. .Eru_nmﬂu bigh, Eﬁﬂ% use is not goi

&1 require 2 longer conrge and combi-
nations of antibiotics. .
Tick-borne co-dnfectons that often”

acooFipany Lyme disease, INAUAIE Bas.
besia, Ehrlichia. Bartonells, and Rocky
Mountain spotted fever “can be treated
easily it they are caught early,”
Butrascano said. 2

CF

m deear that E&_&cmn to the infected

! ticks should be a focus of town-spon-
_ soped prevention policies as well, Penmy
| noted. “Until we start conirolling tie
' dear a licte more effectively, we're al-
_ ways golng © have a ton of ticks,"” ke

m gaid.
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AUDUBON COMM:NTS ON THE SUFFOLK COUNTY
MOSQUITO CONTROL & WETLANDS MANAGEMENT
LONG TERM PLAN .-

- Good mé‘md thank you for allowing me to present my
remarks before this Council.

- My name is Lawrence A. Merryman and ] am the Conservation
Chair and Past President of the Great South Bay Audubon Society.
- Tn this matter T also represent the Long Island Audubon Council
(LIAC) consisting of all 7 Long Island Chapters comprising
approximately 7,000 nembers. These chapters are: South Shore,
Four Harbors, North Shore, Huntington, Eastern Long Island,
North Fork & Great South Bay Audubon Societies. These chapters
have unanimously approved their opposition to Suffolk County’s
Mosquito Control and Wetlands Managemient Long Term Plan for -
the following reasons:

- Concerning that par: of the plan that includes the Open Marsh
Water Management, or OMWM aspect of digging ponds and
crecks in the high marsh areas of our salt water wetlands - we
cannot accept this OMWM ponding procedure as there exists no
scientific evidence or support that it restores weﬂands and controls
salt marsh mosquito populations. On June 22™ T was given a tour
of two areas of the Wertheim National W}ldhfe Refuge that have
been the subject of the experimental OMWM ponding. There was
no significant amount of mosquitoes present in the salt marsh that
day; however, this may have been because it was a windy day. In
addition, it was pointed out to me that some areas that we traversed
were not subject to OMIWM techniques, but were normal non
treated high marsh arcas, and there were also no significant
mosquitoes present in these non OMWM treated areas.. All of the
evidence of mosquito reduction presented appeared to be anecdotal
~ not scientific. In the: opinion of the Long Island Audubon
Council, the OMWM ponding procedures do not promote
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restoration, but further disturbance to the marsh. One of the points

" made by the proponents-of OMWM ponds is that the ponds

encourage avian species diversity. However, in order to prevent
wading birds from feeding on the ponds’ killy fish, these ponds are
dug deeply enough to discourage use by wading birds. The
advocates of OMWMI ponding also.indicate that the spoil from the
ponds that were recently dug has been used to fill the existing grid
ditches that were created many years ago in a futile attempt to
drain the marshes anil reduce mosquito populations. It was further
indicated that by filli1g these old grid ditches, the total amount of
high marsh taken by ligging the ponds and creeks has been
replaced. T doubt if t1at can be substantiated, as the new ponds,

‘enlarged creeks and the connector channels to the ponds appeared
10 be a substantial area.

~We have been assured that before any OMWM work will be done
in Suffolk County Watlands, & Screening Committee will
undertake a review o the project and vote on its feasibility.
However, the content of the Screening Committee appears to be
heavily weighted towards governmental, rather than
conservationist participation. In addition, the Screening
Committee will only have to pass on OMWM designs over 15
acres. This loophole can allow for many abuses.

- I would also like to point out to the Council that Audubon New
York, representing approximately 50,000 members has passed the
following resolution:

WHEREAS, controversial alternative methods of vector
control that are under consideration in Suffolk County Vector
Control Plan, such as Open Marsh Water Management which
advocates the digging; of ponds in salt marshes, have not been
proven effective: and RESOLVED, that Audubon New York
supports the exploration of alternative means of establishing
disease vector contro! and response practices that are proven
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offective based on thz best available science, and that will not
negatively affect habitat or vulnerable bird populations.

- At a time of our he ghtened concern about the possibility of rising
sea levels, high tides and storm surges that could occur from
anticipated hurricane activity, it seems foolhardy to be
experimenting with and reducing our salt water wetlands. This
experimental project will dig up areas of salt marsh peat that have
taken centuries to develop and therefore, the collective Audubon
Societies of Long Istand believe that the OMWM techniques
proposed in the Long; Term Plan are unproven at best, and
damaging at worst.

- Thank you for your time and patience.

Lawrence A. Merlj'fman - Eﬁnservati_on Chair & Past President, .

Great South Bay Auiubon Sogciety; also representing the Long
Island Audubon Cotneil. 6 , 2606
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Suffelk County Ve tor Control DGELS and Long Term Plan Pablic Hearing
July 6, 2006
10:00AM

Hi. My name is Kasey Jazobs. I'm with Citizens Campaign for the Environment. My
statement will be brief sinice we testified last week and will also be submnitting our written
comments before the ené of the comment period.

Our largest concer with the Long-Term plan is the continuing inability to propetly
distinguish between nuisimee control and health-based contral, The two terms should not
be considered interchangeable; it’s very hazardous to do so. Spraying of adulticides
should only be conducte:| for disease control and even then in a limited, targeted fashion.

Also, the thresholds for «praying adulticides are gmbiguous. The Plan states that the
criteria for a spray incluée ~25 mosquitoes caught in the NJ light trap, ~100 in the CDC
Jight traps, and 5+ mosquito landings/minute. The Plan does NOT state if this refers to aH
mosquitoes or mosquitors of concern and often uses vague language to state the criteria.

The risk assessment in the DGEIS cites the use of a Caged Fish Study. This study appears
10 be adequate for larvicides, however, in regards to adulticides it’s setiously lacking and
shouldn’t be considered ‘when discussing and evaluating the potential impacts of
adulticides on marsh eco ogy. Only one site, John’s Neck, was used for the evaluation
along with the control site and was confounded by low dissolved oxygen. This small
sample does not hold up to rigorous scientific scrutiny and cannot be used to support any
specific conclusions. In addition, long-term lethal or sub-lethal effects cannot be detected
over a short period of tinye, which was the case in this study since only four days were
uged.

- Along the same fines, when discussing the risks involved with ditches and other marsh
modifications the 2005 $CERP research should be included since 1t uged numerous Long
Island marshes to analyz:: nutrient runoff, particularly Nitrogen, and also fecal coliform
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for open ditches and closed ditches, 1t affinms, “Mosquito ditches contained high Jevels of
nitrogen (> 100pM) and fecal coliform bacteria (>2,000 per 100 ml.). The draining of
mosquito ditches in Flan ders Bay likely sccounts for a flux of >1,200 moles of N per day,
and thus represents ~25'% of the N load to the southem portion of the bay and nearly 10%
of the N load to the entire bay.. _mosquito ditches are a source of N and fecal coliform
bacteria which can degride water quality in estuaries such as Flanders Bay. Since the
plugging of mosquito ditches can effectively eliminate ditch flow, such a practice seems
warranted in ecosystems such as the western Peconic Estuary where the pritaty goal of
the estuary’s Comprehensive Management Plan is to pinimize N Joads to this region”.
The Open Haxch WD st M o

i el e
eaDu,iu-u.h.M' &)’WMS i Dihecs ) EEERE SARCE S
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i Pint Beach Propertg Ovners Assciaiy,

>

Mission Statement

Our mission is to empower each property
owner, through a shared decision maicing

" process, with the knowlcclgc and information

necessary to Plan a Progressivc c]ualit3

lifc:stgle in th&ir«:ommunity‘

As the gateway to the [ire }sland National
Seashore, we will strive to preserve and pratect the
aesthetic environment and jts inhabitants. F)g
participating in coastal Planningand be:ing a
watchdog forthis community, we will embrace

quality recreaticnal programs without compromising

qualitg of life or Pubﬁcﬁ sa{'-atg.


ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas

ekoutsoftas
CG see G,


07/31/2806 14:38  631-853-4844 S C PLANING DEPT )

Smith Point Beach Property Owners

L.-
>

6:3 William Floyd Parkway
g - Suite A
Smith Point, New York 11967-3405
(631) 385- 1708

Tke armned membersiiy) fee is $48.00, due by January 31st. You moyp sead i - ennnolly.
?&mcmdﬁeﬁstmcltbym;ﬂst, and the second payment by June 300 if fhat
s more convertient for pos.

Plegse make check pave He fo Smif
send 1o the oddress Fcted &l ove.

Duate

Name

Local Address

Alternate Address Freme To
Home Phone ‘ | Cell

Enail Address

—Twould,oc______¥+vould not, fike my mumber 1o be poblished on professzional
fist for inclement weather, car\cellations, and Associasion A peo call

Poprwent ____check _oaxh

Swggestions/Requests ( Comimenity needs, etr.- seasonal or ennnal )
Please continn: sngpestions on wiher sike of papex if necessary.

'
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